IN TiX CIZCUTT COUXY OF THE TWENTIITH JIDICIAL COTRT

FECPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, )
ex rvel, TIK DEPAKTMENT OF PURLIC )
EXALTH, STATE OF ILLINCIS, ;
Platncite, ;
) AT 1AM
3 _
vo. ) ®™o.__
) )
)
SAUCKT AXD COMPANY )
2902 Moossnto Aveouve )
Sauget, Illinois, R ;
Pefendent. )
SOMPLAIRZX

The Plaintiff, People of the State of Illinois, em the relatiou of the
Depsrtosat of Public Health, State of Illineis, by Joha M. Raros, Jr., State’s
Attorney, Coumty eof $t. Clair, State of lllinois, its atterney, cemplaiaing of

the defendant, Seuget snd Company, for cawse eof action says:

1. The Plaintif{f is a Departwent created by Section 3 of The Civil

Adainistrative Code of Illinofs. (Ch. 127, psr. I, 111. Rev, Stet. 1962.)

2. TFranklin D. Yoder, is the Dirsctor of the plsintiff, The Department
of Pudblic Heslth, State of Illineis, se provided by Sectiom 4 ef The Civil Administrative

Code of the Stste of Illiceis. (Ch. 127, pav. 4, 111, Rev, Seat. 1967.)

3. Tbat ac all times bereinafter mantioned thate was iz full ferce and
affect "AN ACT 1o relation to the registrstion and regulation of refuse dispossl -
sites and fséilitfes and making em appropriation thersfor.” A-ndoq aad approved
August &4, 1967, L. 1967, p. 1864, H.B, Mo, 391, (Sections i te & t.njcludn. ¢, 11t 1/2,
pars. 471 to 476 fnclusize, 111, Rav, Stat. 1967), a true copy of ssid Act Ls attached
hereto, incorporatad herein by n(on;:a. nede & part hercof, dntguu;l ae Exhibit "A",

aod hereloafter raferved to as the “Rafuss Disposal Act”™.

4. That ot all times herefnafter mentioned there wes s full ferce and
sffect cortaim rules and regulations for refuse disposal sites sad facilitiss
promulgated and adeptsd by the plaintiff departasnt, a true cepy .of which Lis attseched

hereto, incorporated herein dy reference, msde & part hersef, and designsted as




e

txhidis "1°. These rulss sad regulicisas ware preparsd sad sdevted purswmat te the
SLETE-STV SCLET. 1TV LERLLAS m'm:mA DY ERSISAVIS.EE. €LIMEOIlie.

zara-Tese 47 . @° tie A-fase Dia~essl a:- .

3. That this action {s brought iiﬂun: to o"":'oquut by the Director of
the Plaintiff Depsrtment {m sccordence with the provisiens of “eun 3, paragraph 4T3

of the hiuu Disposal Act.

6. Tha defendent, fangst and Compeny, owna snd/er epearates a refose
dispossl site amd facilicy lecsted em Lec m.ot ¢he Sixth Swbdivisisn of Che

Cahokis Comxwns, Towuship 2 North, Range 10 West of the 3rd ?ttnctg{ Mertdien,
8t. Clair County, Illineis.

7. That as eof April 11, 1966, sad ever sface ssid dste, the defendant
has used, and 1s still using, the sbove described premise sa a refuse disposal site
for the deposit of "refuse™ as the quoted terw is defined ia Secticm l‘.;cmnpn AL,
of the Illinois Rafuse Dupou.l Act,

8. The Flaintiff has determined that the comstruction, sanitatiom, oper=
stion end msintensoce of the defendsat’s refwse site snd facilities do net meet the
minimum standarde set forth is tha rules which fmplemsnt Sections 1 snd 3, persgraphs

471 end 473, of the Illinole Rafuse Disposaf’Act,

9. The defendant bas failed te previde screening for the employee's

shelter, ia viclatfioa of Rule 4.03(c) of the sferemsnciocnsd rulas snd regulatiocns.

10. Rasy access te ths site is possible duriag the hours vhea opersting

personnel are oot on the site, in violaticm of Rule 5.02,

11. The defendant has failed to provide portable fencing so to prohibit

1{tter from bloviag across the site oato sdjacent aress, in violation of Rule 5.04,

12. All refuse had not been covered on July 21, 1968 inm eccerdsnce vith

Rule 5.07 of the sforsmentioned rules sud regulatioms,

13. The defondant fs scceptiag hazardous msterisls at ths site without
prior apprcval from this Departmmat, im viclstios of Rule 3.08,

- m e iy
14. The defendant has not met the minimm requirsssuts.or standarda of

the Plaintiff Depsrtzent as sforesaid, and has failed and refused to cesse and desist
[




using, or perwitticg the use of seid land as a vefuse dispossl site and facility;

and etill fails snd refuses ¢o. o0 do.

15. That, wmless enjoined by this court, defendant will contiaue o use,
or perwmit the use of said lsnds se & Tefuse disposal sits er facility, to the further . ~

trreparsble damags of the plaiatiff, for which they have se edequsta Temady at law,

WIRIFORE, plaintiff prays that writ of tsmporsry (ajwmctisa my {sewe
sefe.a sajeiniig 40i0MmgL., B.8 PLi21COL., GRERLS &0 SEPIOI., A0s A.0 nco-..
‘zipm ar ~latimias DV, (ST. ATOERR ar ‘mdew him fTOm wsinm, +r "ermitziag tha uee

e — - ., SLIE T TR o " T R

TEIUSS WPSA 8818 LA,

(a) That after trial hereef, said writ of tasporery injunctien may be

mede psrwsnsat)

() Thsc plaiaciff wey have swuch ether ond further, or different, relief

is the premises as the ceurt shall deem equitasdble snd proper; and

{c) Yoz cests of suit.

JOIN M. KARLS, JR.
" ftate's Actorney
st. Clatir Couanty
State of lllinois
Attorney for Platatiff
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